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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Amendment 

Responsive to Amendment filed December 17, 2007. Claims 1, 12, 13, 18, 19, and 23 have been 
amended. Claim 23 has been amended but has not been properly labeled. Applicant is requested to 
correct the status identifier for claim 23. Claims 1-24 remain presented. 



Response to Arguments 

1 . Applicant's arguments have been fully considered but they are not persuasive 
• In the remarks, the Applicant argues with substance: 

Argument A: Nadan does not disclose an access device that wirelessly accesses content 
comprising HTML command from a server via the Internet and then locally wirelessly transmits 
that content to the projection system. 

In response, the Examiner disagrees. It is first asserted that the rejection is based on the 
combination of Naden and Lee to teach the claimed invention. In response to applicant's arguments 
against the references individually, one cannot show nonobviousness by attacking references individually 
where the rejections are based on combinations of references. See In re Keller, 642 F.2d 413, 208 
USPQ 871 (CCPA1981); In re Merck & Co., 800 F.2d 1091,231 USPQ 375 (Fed. Cir. 1986). 
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The Applicant is arguing that MAC 34 which accesses network elements is in the projection 
system 10 and not in the PDA . However, it is urged that MAC 34 acts as an intermediate device which 
enables connection of any conferee using PDAs to access content on the Internet. Therefore, the PDAs 
are accessing the Internet via MAC 34 and therefore meet the scope of the claimed limitation of an 
access device that wirelessly accesses content comprising HTML command from a server via the 
Internet. 

Regarding the transmission of content consisting of HTML commands to a projection system, the 
Examiner has relied upon Lee to teach this limitation. Naden teaches that the PDA can wirelessly access 
the internet (column 4, line 60-67) and graphics data, which can include compressed and uncompressed 
transmissions of graphics, motion graphics and video graphics (column 2, line 33-36) but fails to explicitly 
teach that the data transferred to the projection system is HTML commands. However, in the same field 
of endeavor, Lee teaches an LCD projector that receives Internet image signals from a user PC and then 
displays the image (column 3, lines 48-54). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of the Applicant' s invention to combine the teachings of Naden and Lee because doing so 
would allow for Internet content viewed on the PDA to be sent to the projector for display. 
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Argument B: No mention whatsoever of these PDAs of the Nad en system accessing the Internet, 
much less forwarding HTML commands and other content from such Internet access to the 
projection system. 

In response, the Examiner disagrees. Naden teaches that the PDAs can access the Internet via 
MAC 34, which enables connection of any conferee to the Internet via wired or wireless connections (see 
column 4, line 60-column 5, line 2). Regarding the transmission of content consisting of HTML 
commands to a projection system, the Examiner has relied upon Lee to teach this limitation. Naden 
teaches that the PDA can wirelessly access the internet (column 4, line 60-67) and graphics data, which 
can include compressed and uncompressed transmissions of graphics, motion graphics and video 
graphics (column 2, line 33-36) but fails to explicitly teach that the data transferred to the projection 
system is HTML commands. However, in the same field of endeavor, Lee teaches an LCD projector that 
receives Internet image signals from a user PC and then displays the image (column 3, lines 48-54). It 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the Applicant' s invention to 
combine the teachings of Naden and Lee because doing so would allow for Internet content viewed on 
the PDA to be sent to the projector for display. 



Argument C: No motivation to combine Naden and Lee. 
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In response, KSR forecloses the argument that a specific teaching, suggestion, or motivation is 
required to support a finding of obviousness. See the recent Board decision Ex parte Smith, — USPQ2d— , 
slip op. at 20, (Bd. Pat. App. & Interf. June 25, 2007) (citing KSR, 82 USPQ2d at 1396) (available at 
https://wvw.uspto.gov/web/offices/dcom/bpai/prec/Td0719 Naden teaches that the PDA can 

wirelessly access the internet (column 4, line 60-67) and graphics data, which can include compressed 
and uncompressed transmissions of graphics, motion graphics and video graphics (column 2, line 33-36) 
but fails to explicitly teach that the data transferred to the projection system is HTML commands. 
However, in the same field of endeavor, Lee teaches an LCD projector that receives Internet image 
signals from a user PC and then displays the image (column 3, lines 48-54). It would have been obvious 
to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the Applicant' s invention to combine the teachings of 
Naden and Lee because doing so would allow for Internet content viewed on the PDA to be sent to the 
projector for display. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

2. The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and 
process of making and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any 
person skilled in the art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make 
and use the same and shall set forth the best mode contemplated by the inventor of carrying out 
his invention. 
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3. Claims 1-1 1 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, first paragraph, as failing to comply with the 
written description requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter which was not described in the 
specification in such a way as to reasonably convey to one skilled in the relevant art that the inventor(s), 
at the time the application was filed, had possession of the claimed invention. Claim 1 has been 
amended to recite " locally wirelessly transmit the content". However, this newly added limitation appears 
to lack proper support in the Applicant' s disclosure. Clarification of support is requested. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC§ 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all obviousness 

rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented 
and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claims 1-3, 5, 10-13, 15-16, 18, and 22-24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Naden (US Patent No. 7,057,635) in view of Lee (US Patent No. 6,337,769). 

6. As per claim 1, Naden teaches a display system for displaying internet content, comprising: 
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an access device (column 3, line 37, Fig 1; PDA) having a display unit (column 3, lines 58-61; 
local display) and operable to wirelessly access content comprising HTML commands from a serve via 
the Internet and wirelessly transmit the content (column 4, lines 60-67; PDAs access the internet 
wirelessly); and 

a display device (fig 1; projection system 10) comprising: 

a radio frequency receiver (fig 1 ; transceiver 8) operable to graphics data from the access 
device (column 3, lines 39-41 , column 2, lines 37-45; access device transfers graphical data for 
display to the projection system) ; 
a processor programmed to interpret graphics data and to generate pixel data, based on the graphics 
data; and a display engine operable to receive the pixel data (column 4, lines 1-15, column 1, lines 
1 1-25; projector generates display of the received data). 

Naden teaches that the PDA can wirelessly access the internet (column 4, line 60-67) and 
graphics data, which can include compressed and uncompressed transmissions of graphics, motion 
graphics and video graphics (column 2, line 33-36) but fails to explicitlyieadn that the data transferred to 
the projection system is HTML commands. However, in the same field of endeavor, Lee teaches an LCD 
projector that receives Internet image signals from a user PC and then displays the image (column 3, 
lines 48-54). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the Applicant' s 
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invention to combine the teachings of Naden and Lee because doing so would allow for Internet content 
viewed on the PDA to be sent to the projector for display. 

7. As per claim 2, Naden teaches the receiver is further operable to receive data files associated 
with the HTML commands (column 2, lines 33-36). 

8. As per claim 3, Naden teaches data files are compressed data files (column 2, lines 33-36) and 
wherein the display device further comprises: a frame buffer and a digital signal processor for receiving 
the compressed data files from the processor, decompressing the data files, and passing the 
decompressed data to the frame buffer (column 4, lines 1-16; frame buffers are inherent in 
projectors/displays). 

9. As per claim 5, 11, 18 and 23, Naden teaches a display device wherein the receiver operates in 
accordance with Bluetooth specifications or wherein the receiver operates in accordance with 
specifications (column 2, line 5; Bluetooth). 

10. As per claim 10, Naden teaches wherein the processor is an embedded processor (column 4, 
lines 1-16; projection system inherently contains a processor) 

11. As per claim 12, it contains similar features as claim 1 , therefore is rejected under the same 
rationale. 
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12. As per claim 13, Naden teaches receiving data files associated with the HTML commands from the 
server, by means of the wireless receiver (column 4, lines 60-67; PDAs communicate with the Internet 
wirelessly). Naden teaches that the PDA can wirelessly access the internet (column 4, line 60-67) and 
graphics data, which can include compressed and uncompressed transmissions of graphics, motion 
graphics and video graphics (column 2, line 33-36) but fails to explicitlyieadn that the data transferred to 
the projection system is HTML commands. However, in the same field of endeavor, Lee teaches an LCD 
projector that receives Internet image signals from a user PC and then displays the image (column 3, 
lines 48-54). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the Applicant' s 
invention to combine the teachings of Naden and Lee because doing so would allow for Internet content 
viewed on the PDA to be sent to the projector for display. 

13. As per claim 14, Naden teaches the data files are compressed data files (column 2, lines 33-36), 
and further comprising the step of decompressing the data files, using a processor embedded in the 
display device (column 4, lines 1-16). 

14. As per claim 15, Naden teaches the decompressing step is performed using an embedded digital 
signal processor in communication with the microprocessor (column 4, lines 1-16; projection system 
inherently contains a processor). 
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1 5. As per claim 1 6, Naden teaches the step of receiving display operation data, by means of the 
wireless receiver, and of interpreting the display operation data (column 4, lines 42-59; users can control 
display). 

16. As per claim 22, Naden teaches wherein the receiving steps are performed by receiving the 
HTML commands and display operation data from a mobile Internet access device (column 4, lines 40- 
59, column 2, lines 33-36, PDA sends graphics data for display and control operations to control display) . 

17. As per claim 24, Naden teaches wherein the generating step is performed using a graphics 
rendering process (column 4, lines 1-16). 

18. Claims 6 and 19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Naden in view 
of Lee and further view of Lemilainen et al (U.S. Patent No. 6,681 ,259). 

19. As per claim 6 and 19, Naden fails to explicitly teach a device wherein the receiver operates in 
accordance with IEEE specifications. 

20. However, Lemilainen show a device that uses IEEE 802.1 1 standard for data transmission 
(column 7, line 55-67). It would have been obvious to one of the ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
applicant' s invention to combine the teachings of Naden and Lemilainen to create a display device with 
a receiver that operates in accordance with IEEE specifications because doing so would provide greater 
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flexibility by allowing different types of devices that 
display device. 



Page 1 1 



different techniques to communicate with the 



21. Claims 7-9, 20, and 21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Naden 
in view Lee and in further view of MacAulay et al (U.S. Patent No. 6,663,560). 

22. As per claim 7, 8 and 20-21 , Naden fails to teach a display device wherein the display engine has 
a spatial light modulator for rendering displays and wherein the spatial light modulator is a digital 
micromirror device. 

23. However, MacAulay show viewing devices that comprise a spatial light modulator, which can be a 
digital micromirror device (abstract and column 8, lines 10-40). It would have been obvious for one of the 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of the applicant' s invention to combine the teachings Naden and 
MacAulay to create a display device with a digital micromirror device because doing so would allow 
images to be displayed brighter, sharper, and more realistic. 

24. As per claim 9, Naden teaches wherein the receiver is part of a two way RF transceiver (column 
4, lines 17-32). 



Claims 4 and 17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Naden in view 



25. 



of Lee and in further view of " Official Notice" 



